Connecticut Pilot Commission
Summary Report May 18, 2010 Public Meeting
Coast Guard Sector Long Island Sound
New Haven, CT

1.) The public mesting was called to order at 8:33 a.m. by the Chairman. Pilot Commission
members Rick Barry, Chuck Beck, Peter Boynton, Vincent Cashin, Bill Gash, Raiph Gogliettino,
John Love and Dave Pohorylo were present forming a quorum of eight. Also attending was Alan
Stevens and Dave Rossiter of CTDQT, Captain Ronan and CDR Kevin QOditt of the USCG, Dan
Coleman of the FBI, Judi Sheiffele, Tom Dubno, Bill Mulligan, Ted Sanford, Charlie Jonas, Joe
Maco, Paul Costabile, M.A. Peszke, John Jamroga and Alex Woodworik

2.) A motion to approve the summary report of the April 20, 20‘:@ meetmg was made by Rick
Barry, seconded by Vin Cashin and approved by unanimous vot@“" =N

3. ) Contanumg Business: T

15 2010. A motion was made by Beck and seconded“hy Barry ta,.add the issue t =
and place it at the top of the New Business. The'motiar asse&mammously with Tittle
discussion. The Chairman read excerpts from the Sanfor &mr Actording fo the e-mail, the
incident involved the vessel Federal Margaree, a vesssl mbé‘éi‘md to New Haven and a reported
sick crew member. The vessel reporied F@vnng a sick crew mmtaer to the shipping agent twice
on 5/13. At 2300 on 5/13, CG Sector LIS canlacied the vessel r‘“e“@f‘estmg hourly updates on the
condition of the crewman. A question was as”ﬁ“%@' answered in theaffirmative if New England
Shipping was the shipping agent. On or abotngTOOR 44;::CG Sectot LIS rejected the vessel
Captain’s request for a MEDIC+VAC. At 1100%5/14 aamw“éﬁ@iwasvheld to determine if the vessel
needed to be quarantined upgn-arrival to port. “Fhe*e—mall guestioned the decision making
timeline and requested th‘é“t“‘“a ﬁ%ﬁdura be estati'il”lshed by C& Sector LIS to facilitate a
quaraniine demsnon bﬁ%ade pricifo:the pilot boa’seimg the vessel.

pratecial

Captain Ronan, Comman%Off QLCG Sector LIS agreed that a better procedure was in

decnsmns gler =% ’Eﬁ&the crew an until res reae“hmg port as well as guarantining the vessel, crew
and pilotagbon amvaF*@E%R‘Odﬂt ted that the CG and the Customs and Border Patrol (CBP)
weare wgﬁfﬁgaed of the sick crewman af”éiﬁﬁ;uad 1700-1800 on 5/13. The vessel port history showed
a visit to'tiie.Netherlands 2"wegigks prlowA Q-Fever alert had been issued for the Netherlands 2
days prlor*{%@ Sector LIS ncfﬁied CGGD1 Command Center who put the Sector in touch with
the CCGD1 Fiight Surgeon. Gbntact was made wit the vessel between 2000 and 2200 on 5/13
before the vessétgntered Secfor LIS waters. Through a series of questions and answers, the
Flight Surgeon de"remgng[\ed that it was not necessary to MEDIC+VAC the crewman. The vessels
Italian agent agreed tHe:g Flnght Surgeon’s decision to hold off on removing the crewman until
the vessel reached porizCBP notified the CDC and the CT DPH. US Customs has the lead with
respect to removing a foreign nation from a vessel for entry into the US. The CBP and CG held a
meeting with the City of New Haven Public Health official that included the City’'s EMS/Fire
Department. The need to quarantine the vessel upon arrival as well as concern for removal of the
pilot was discussed during the meeting. Upon arrival, the vessel was boarded by CBP, local
Public Health official, the situation was assessed, the sick crewrnan removed and taken to a local
hospital for diagnosis. The vessel crew and pilot were quarantined for approximately 5 hours
when it was determined that the crewman was suffering from appendlmns vs an infectious

disease,

There was a discussion on lessons learned from the incident. (1) Communications with all
concerned early on is needed in such cases. {2) The JRA needs to be notified as soon as




possible and provided with advice from public health officials to be able to keep the pilots properly
informed. Captain Ronan stated that the CG had not considered use of quarantine early on. He
further stated that the CG would be meeting with CTDPH officials on Friday 5/21 to review the
case, steps taken and lessons learned. He committed to notifying the JRA earlier in the process
should there be similar cases in the future. Captain Ronan suggested that the CPC ask the
CTDPH to attend and discuss public health issues at a future meeting.

Chairman Boynton stated that he would put that before the CPC Commissioners. He thanked the
CG for admirably being forthcoming and providing a timely follow-up to the incident. He thanked
the CPC Commissioners for adding the item to the agenda so that it could be discussed. Vin
Cashin stated that he had raised this issue at a previous CPC meeting which resulted in a letier
to CTDOT asking for assistance from CTDPH and a CTDPH reply. He expressed his concerns
and need to know in advance of boarding if there are any health issuggion:g vessel; pilots board

a vessel, spends hours aboard, perhaps accepts nourishment (foogand dnnk) while aboard. He

asked if the meeting between the CG and the CTDPH would be witlethe same persons who
responded tot eh previous letter. Beck responded that they woald be thessame but that the issue
raised in the letter dealt with elevating the pilots on the prio::jty“ffst for vacginations, not matters of
quarantine. John Love asked if anybody knew of any caae:%‘i&tere‘a pilot h§‘r3=?f'?c@ntracted and

infectious disease from a crew of a ship boarded. No wi&s offered by Vin CashifiThe Chairman

restated the idea of adding the CTDPH discussion tﬁ;‘ﬁbe June CPC meetmg agel =

Judith boarding statLenW&uld affol'éiia qulck trans;f*:ashore to South County Hospital.

e,

cost but not a per trimmﬁ DOT staff members were in the process of determining an average
number of yearly pilot boat trips made from data provided by the Joint Rotation Administrator
(JRA). Further discussion was deferred to the next CPC meeting.

B Objectives and Goals - Apprentice Selection and Training Regulation
Chuck Beck stated that he didn’t have anything new to report on the status of the proposed
change to the regulation. As reported at the last meeting, the draft Apprentice Selection and
Training regulation along with the required supporting documents had been forwarded to
regulation review process.

C. Pilot Fee Distribution to States — An e-mail exchange among the NY Board, CTDOT
and the JRA was brought to the attention of the CPC Commissioners. The content of the e-mail
confirmed that the proper method of distributing the percentage of pilotage fees to the states (6%




to CT and 3% to NY) should be based on the license of the pilot, not the port of call. Alf agreed
that July 1, 2010 would be the date to convert from the present to the proper method.

D. License Moratorium — License Application Update.
Chuck Beck reported that as a result of a request by the CT licensed pilots on the CT side of the
rotation, a public solicitation and associated review process developed and approved by the CPC,
the CTDOT had recently licensed a new pilot; M.A. Peszke. A copy of a memo to the CTDOT
Commissioner that explained the veiting process as well as a copy of the licensing letter was part
of the meeting package.

4) New Business
A. License Issues — Maco Letter. Chuck Beck was asked to bring all up to speed on a

letter submitted to the CPC by Joe Maco back on January 18, 2010. The-létter had been hand
dellvered fo the CPC at the January 19 2010 meetlng However, the“Tetter and/ore the issues

letter was part of the meeting package and the h|ghi|ghte*we1:e réviewed. Inwmemletter a request
for the CPC tfo rescind its request to the CTDOT for e éw CT license to be |§“‘s§”°ed until such time
as a properly approved and admmlstered selection Gstterson is Eegally adopted b‘?fzﬁfi‘erEDOT

ot

the rotation could adjust their time on/off rotation sched’“” Té:mste*a“ﬁ“ofnaddmg a pilof"Another point
made was that the pilot recommended by the CT pilots has:aét been fully vetted by either the
CTDOT or the CPC for past violations 6£.CGS Chapter 263 SH:;:LS 13. Consideration is not being
given to pilots either previously licensed Q&QTDOT or CT resﬁmﬁr"tsjlcensed by the NY Board.

Two additional points mentioned had to do=¥
various pilot groups or individuals relative to'g

JQﬁZS;\ﬁQrk In ciosmg the ietter requested that

the CPC form a committee in conjunction WIth””the NY Boarrto study the history of the pacts
leading to the present agreement, to develop

EAANAL]

i _e}me ferﬁ’ﬁiaﬁgi’nnlng to present and map out
the course for the future,

Vice Chairman Barry‘*stafed that a E:”o“fthe points haﬁ g already been addressed by the process the
CPC recommended to tﬁ"e“?*ﬁ&:TDOT*f”or - vetting apphc 3t ifs for a new license. Dave Pohoryio
queé”i?“ befrom JoewMaco about whether or not the CTDOT fully
ense. He‘*agairrquestloned the urgent need and repeated the
points copy "ined m‘“t?%“%il er. Chamman Boynton reviewed the memo to Commissioner Marie that
fully ex emgfamed the procé sed tO“SGfECIt the applicants and select the top applicant. He
summéﬁi‘zﬁd three points: : TDOT"E’::QR the pilots concemns for a new license seriously (2)

to what end.
most.if not all

huck Beck state‘ei that over the course of the past couple of years he had reviewed
Mprev:ous ggreements. However, it was his opinion that they were all nuil and

void once the MO‘Kﬁe’tween&j’I‘é\e two licensing authorities (CTDOT and the NY Board) was -

i,

executed. Joe Macoistatedtthat if that’s the attitude then legal action might need to be taken. He
again asked for the CPC-;:tD from a committee. The Chairman reviewed the specifics of Joe
Maco’s request and asked for any comments from the CPC Commissioners. None were offered.

B. Receny Issues. Vin Cashin took the lead stating that the traffic in the MOA waters was
down, particularly in Bridgeport Harbor and the western end of LIS. New London was also
becoming a problem. The lack of “rides” was causing a problem among the licensed pilots. The
CT pilots are investigating charting a vessel to make the transits for all pilots in order to retain
recency. He opined that with advanced technology such as laptops with electronic charts (ECS)
and GPS that perhaps a virtual transit could be considered. Vin Cashin requested that the
CTDOT relax the recency requirement in the regulations that require at least one ride every six
months over the waters/harbor for which he has been issued a license to retain recency. Vin
Cashin stated that several years ago a recency exception was made for a gambling ship that
transited Fishers Island Sound (FIS). He reported that pilots were only required to review the




charts vs obtain a license for FIS. Riding the Bridgeport-Port Jefferson Ferry to retain recency in
Bridgeport Harbor was OK but didn’t solve the western end of LIS problem. In the more recent
past, the NY Board had arranged use of the Sandy Hook Pilot vessel to make transits of the
western end and included most of the CT licensed pilots. However, there is a lack of funding to
operate the vessel for such purposes. Vice Chairman Barry stated that he understood the
problem but that he did not consider a virtual transit using a laptop computer o be a viable
substitute. The Chairman agreed that doing so would be a leap to far. Joe Maco stated that any
effort to arrange a charter should be coordinated with the NY Board and be offered fo both CT
and NY licensed pilots. He restated that comment about the Sandy Hook vessel being made
available to alf previously and further stated that the western end of LIS was entirely NY waters.
Vin Cashin responded that there was no intent by the CT side of excluding anybody. Ted Sanford
offered that there were two different kinds of recency: open water transits. and harbor transits. He
further stated that riding a ferry was not the same as a large deep drafﬁvéssel Charlie Jonas
stated that he had discussed the matter with the NY side/Sandy Hoé’k Pilots and with Miller
Marine. He offered his thoughts on the potential sofutions:
(1) relaxing the recency requirement-{the least costly)
(2) using the laptops as simulators

3) hiring faunches or vessel (mosi expensive)

emmnu

izt

meeting. Bill Gash agreed that before the CPC should make anywreoemmendation ihore data was
needed. Joe Maco provided some additional information opg;i};wg length/beam/draft of the
previously mentioned gambling boat summarizing that it wa?@bre the size of a vacht than a

emphasized that the CPC is not considering Félaxmgdthe«zééﬁmcy i:equrernent at this time merely
discussing. Vin Cashin state that the recency® reqq[i‘ement’”ii’i&iﬁfé“state regulations does not

omparé"ﬁ?we NY requsrément for recency to CT's. He further asked the
CT pilots to provide sorﬁ formatigh on the scope*ﬁf “the problem (number of pilots at risk,

change in number of vess

5. _SGONNDOT Commients — Da Rogsiter advised that the aforementioned recency
requxremem was actually il’b e CT Genieral Statues not the state regulations. Chuck Beck
provided aﬁ&ck review on Ie@{siation passed during the 2010 legislative session that would have
an affect on“’EE@CPC CGSs S“&.C;Iion 13b-51b was amended to add providing staff support by the
State Maritime™¢ s,_,ae to the Cﬁc CGS Section15-13c was amended eliminating reimbursement

of necessary expéses for CEC members.

it

8. USCG Comméij .

A. LIS AMSC.= CDR Kevin Oditt introduced the new CG Sector LIS Executive Officer
CDR Holly Najorian. He advised that New Haven Harbor buoy 10 was now New MHaven Harbor
Lighted Buoy 10. CDR Oditt stated that he would be departing CG Sector LIS on July 2™, Joe
Maco asked who the point of contact would be on the designated anchorageilightering area
issue. CDR Oditt stated that LT Coleman had the fead. He further stated that straight to the CG
was going to the Final Rule phase of the regulatory process relative to the anchorages.

B. LIS HSC — See BA.

7. Executive Session — No Executive Session was requested thus held.




8. A motion to adjourn was made by Bill Gash, seconded by Vin Cashin and approved by
unanimous vote. The meeting adjourned at 0948.

The Commission’s next public meeting is scheduled for 8:30 a.m. on Tuesday June 25, 2010 at
the Coast Guard Sector Long Istand Sound in New Haven, CT

Peter Boynton
Chairman, Connecticut Pilot Commission




